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EC COMMISSION PRESIDENT THORN DISCUSSES EEC FUTURE 





DW291226 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 29 Dec 80 pp 24-29 


{Interview with Gaston Thorn, president of the European Community Commission, by 
reporters Wolfgang Kaden and Hans Gerhard Stephani in London; date not given] 


{Text} SPIEGEL: Mr Thorn, what prompts a renowned politician to become appointed 
president of the European Community Commission? 


Thorn: First, I have been a member of the Luxembourg Government for 12 years, and 
naturally I want to do something different now. Second, Europe has been a great 
challenge to me since my childhood. 


SPIEGEL: The post of Commissionpresident, shaped by Walter Hallstein in the fifties 
and sixties, was quite attractive for some time. Today it seems, however, that it has 
been reserved for politicians who are no longer so successful in their home countries. 


Thorn: I cannot prevent you from judging me in such a way. Just one comment on that: 

A politician who is about to make a career at home, particularly in a big country, will 
not take on this difficult post. He would not have just one boss like at home, namely, 
his government chief, but 9 or 10 of them. I believe that most politicians want to be 

successful at home first. I would say that I have passed through that already. 


SPIEGEL: Do you seriously believe you can achieve something politically by heading the 
Commission? At tae beginning of the eighties the European Community sometimes gives the 
impression of being a fossil from postwar times. 


Thorn: The European Community is not a fossil. Agreed, we no longer live in the golden 
years of the Community of the fifties or sixties. But one does not take over a job only 
if everything is working smoothly. Almost everybody could do that. It is going down- 
hill at the moment because the economy is going downhill and because we have greater 
political problems, because we are about to extend the Community without any parallel] 
consolidation or intensification. This is the moment we must try to change the course. 


SPIEGEL: Do you really think you can do that? 


Thorn: I will try with all my strength to do it. I think it can be done because it 
must be done. There is no acceptable alternative to the Community. That is true with 
regard to the eighties as it was true with regard to the fifties,although it is true 
today for other reasons than at that time. At present the member states consider 
themselves again as competitors in the Community. 


SPIEGEL: There was always competition, even in the first years of the European 
Community. 


Thorn: At that time it was not the same as it is today. In the fifties we had a 
vacuum after two world wars, after the world crisis of the thirties, after the opening 
of the world markets. Until 1973, for example, one could sell as much steel as one 
wanted to, regardless of prices. Today the market is becoming narrower, everybody 
underbids everybody. Earlier there were undercapacities in Europe, now there are over- 
capacities; the sellers market has turned into a buyers market. 


SPIEGEL: Is it true that ao political perspective exists for Europe today--a4 perspective 
the founding fathers of Europe such as Schumann, Adenauer or Monet had in the fifties? 


Thorn: I would not absolutely contradict that. But I would like to point out the 
European Treaty of Rome. It was something like a time schedule, with the first part 
being worked out precisely and in detail, with the rest to develop later on automatically. 
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SPIEGEL: That was an illusion. 


Thorn: Yes. First we worked according to the schedule. Later on it became more difficu!t 
because it was not put down precisely in the treaty. 


SPIEGEL: The old reserve of things one had in common has been exhausted and nothing new 
seems in the offing. What remains for the future in the way of political integration? 


Thorn: The first part of your statement seems correct to me. But I would not say that 
we have nothing in common any more. Be it the energy problem, the East-West conflict, the 
dispute between industrial states and developing states--we are all in the same boat. 


SPIEGEL: There does not seem to be much indication of that. Fighting for position and 
quarrels obviously prevail. 


Thorn: Our economic success has created difficulties for us. The following question 
seems important today: Hasn't the gap between the top countries and the other countries 
become too great? One is hypnotized too much by the relative position of the other state. 
This is all we see at the moment, instead of finding out about the new things we have in 
common. 


SPIEGEL: Such petty fighting for position seems inevitable if there are no longer any 
higher political aims. Does the new president of the Commission see a change to give the 
Europe of Brussels a new impetus? 


Thorn: I want to point out something to you in this connection: When the Community was 
founded the then promising economic branches of coal and steel were combined in the coal 
and steel pool. Something similar was tried later on when nuclear research was concentrated 
in Euratom. At that time we pui together the branches that seemed most developed in order 
to project our Community into the future. What do the member states do today? Today they 
yell for help when it is too late. The Community would face hard times if it were only a 
hospital for the ailing sectors and not a laboratory for the branches with a future. 


SPIEGEL: The European Community is well trained in taking care of the ailing. For almost 
20 years it has spent enormous amounts to finance Europe's farmers. It seems that the 
common agricultural market can no longer be financed. That will probably be the main 
issue you will have to deal with in the near future, will it not? 


Thorn: That is certainly correct. But may I say that I sometimes become more than nervous 
when I hear all the things that are being said about agriculture policy. 


SPIEGEL: ...We will say some more things about this. 

Thorn: What is being said about the agricultural market is not wrong. But one must also 
discuss the joint responsibility. Everybody in the Community knows that agricultural 
decisions are made unanimously, so nobody should ask me who the people were who did it. 
SPIEGEL: All were involved? 

Thorn: All, unanimously. 

SPIEGEL: Including Thorn? 


Thorn: Including Thorn, naturally, as far as he was involved. 


SPIEGEL: And including helmut Schmidt ? 


Thorn: And including the ‘Yederal Republic. 
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SPIEGEL: Looking for the guilty does not help much now. It would be an enormous step 
forward if it were agreed that matters cannot go on like this. 


Thorn: I find the Common Agricultural Policy not as bad as it is frequently described. 
Naturally it costs money. But gentlemen, do you know how much the American agricultural 
policy costs the Americans? Do you know how much the Japanese agricultural policy costs 
the Japanese? Much more per capita. Do you know how much the national governments pay 
in addition to the money we pay from the cashbox of the Community for the agricultural 


policy? 


SPIEGEL: That does not improve the matter. The worst thing about the European agri- 
cultural misery is not even the current spending of billions. The rates of increase are 
even more objectionable; in past years there has been an annual average rate of increase 
of 20 percent in expenditures for farmers. 


Thorn: You are certainly right there. But how did these cost increases come about? When 
the agricultural market was set up in the fifties, the countries involved were in a 
position to produce 80 to 85 percent of what they needed. Today it is more than 109 
percent. 


SPIEGEL: ...Because excessive price guarantees invite the peasants to produce more than 
is needed. 


Thorn: When things were being set up we indeed did not properly see the danger of over- 
production. Now we face the problem that the agricultural market eats up all the money of 
the Community. 





SPIEGEL: Some 75 percent of the European Community's money is consumed by agriculture. 


Thorn: That is something we have to bring under control. Particularly now since all member 
states are in a much more difficult financial situation. Otherwise we will not be able to 
prompt the Council of Ministers to map out new policies if the little money that can be 

set free will be fully consumed by agricultural policy. 


SPIEGEL: The agricultural market of the European Community functions at present according 
to the rule that those who produce more, will get more money because of the prices 
guaranteed by Brussels. Prices no longer offset supply and demand because surplus products 
are being bought at set prices by the authorities. Do you deem it possible that the 
European Community states could discard ti. state control which has nothing at all to do 
with market economy? 


Thorn: I do not believe we will fully abandon it. It is a sacred principle of the 
Community, so to speak, to guarantee an income to the farmers in line with general develop- 
ments. But, and this is where we agree, it should not lead to subsidized overproduction. 


SPIECEL: How do you plan to stop it? 


Thorn: We must make the farmers share the responsibility. Concretely, those who put out 

a quantity beyond a certain limit cannot expect to sell their products at European Community 
prices, which are higher than world market prices. We must tell the individual farmers: 

If you produce more, the surplus production will not be bought at the high prices. 


SPIEGEL: A marvelous solution. In addition to the already existing enormous bureaucracy 
there will be a new one to say how much milk a peasant can milk from his cows and how 
much grain he can plant in his fields. 


Thorn: We already have the bureaucracy. If we reward it properly it will handle the 
additional job. 


SPIEGEL: This seems to be a step which makes the system even more absurd. 


Thorn: No, I don't think so. 
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SPIBGEL: Suppose you tell a farmer that he is allowed to produce a mere 3,000 liters of 
milk a year. You will punish him if he produces 4,000 liters, that is, if he is more 
diligent. 


Thorn: This need not necessarily be the case. It is conceivable, after all, that there 
could be a graduated price system under which only those are hit who want to get rich 
through an abnormally high output. 


SPIEGEL: The question is whether a system which already constitutes an absurdity can be 
saved by being rendered even more absurd. Would it not be more appropriate to abolish 
the whole darned agricultural system? 


Thorn: And what should come then? 


SPIBGEL: You can guarantee income in various ways. You do not need guaranteed prices 
for that purpose under all circumstances. Direct state income subsidies are also 
conceivable. 


Thorn: By that you would turn farmers into state officials. 
SPIBGEL: This is what they already are, de facto, today. 


Thorn: That would lead to a degree of socialization that seems to be dangerous to me, and 
to a state control that would be even more dangerous. 


SPIEGEL: After all, hardly any more state control is possible than what we have now. 
Besides, prior to their EC accession the British had such a system direct of income subsidies. 


Thoru: The situation in Great Britain was different because the island state depended on 
the outside world for its food supply. In the EC we are largely self-sufficient, and wish 
to remain so. It is up to us to determine whether all of Europe with 10 or 12 countries 
will be dependent tomorrow on supplies from New Zealand or South America. 


SPIEGEL: But this is not the inevitable consequence. After all, agriculture need not be 
abolished right away. 


Thorn: This may be the consequence. We depend on the outside world with regard to energy, 
and it would be highly objectionable if this were also the case with respect to foodstuffs. 


SPIBGEL: We do not think that the farmers should receive an adequate state pension which 
is entirely independent of how much they produce. Mixed systems consisting of income 
subsidies, particularly for the poorest farmers, and price guarantees are conceivable. 


Thorn: This would be worth considering. 


SPIBGEL: The situation to date, Mr Thorn, is such, however, that any reform of this 
agricultural system has been blocked, mostly by France. Could it be that the available 
funds will no longer be sufficient in 1981, or not later than in 1982? Then the compuls: on 
for a reform will be so strong that the governments really will have to do something. 


Thorn: This compulsion exists even now. Please do not misunderst:::< me. But I accuse 
people in highranking positions criticizing agricultural policy of ‘ailure to offer any 
alternative. It is perhaps necessary to exempt the British from this charge; but their 
alternative political system was not acceptable to the Community. 


SPIEGEL: The provision that decisions can only be made with the approval of all govern- 
ments, that is to say that there is no such thing as majority decisions of the Council 
of Ministers, continues to be a decisive reason for the inability to make reforms. The 
bigger the Community grows the more problematic the compulsion for unanimity seems to be. 
As soon as the Community is enlarged again the point will be reached where nothing wil! 
work anymore because they will be blo.:king each other all around. 
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Thorn: The danger does exist. If we retain unanimity, things will be even more dif‘icult 
in an enlarged Community. The common denominator will be smaller. 


SPIEGEL: Do you personally believe that the governments cn principle should repudiate 
unanimity? 


Thorn: I will advocate that. But on the other hand, I do not want to see a religious 
war start over this topic tomorrow. 


SPIEGEL: Who needs to be more afraid of unanimity anyway, the smaller states or the big 
states? 


Thorn: Majority decisions would be dangerous to smaller countries. Let us take a drastic 
example: If the matter at issue is to outvote Luxembourg, the others would think only 
once. At best, they would perhaps think twice before outvoting Holland, but to outvote 
Germany, England or France they would think six tires. 


SPIEGEL: Mr Thorn, are the new EC members--Greece now effective 1 January, and Spain and 
Portugal later--not heading for quite inevitably grave disappointments? They will be 
joining the Community in the hope of help in solving their financial and economic problems. 
But the Brussels coffers are empty. 


Thorn: Their disappointments will be relatively proportionate to their excessively great 
expectations. I do not wish to be cynical, but that is how matters stand. This is what 

I have often told my friends in Greece, in Spain and in other countries. But even this 
would not have prevented them from filing their membership applications. The trend, after 
all, is increasingly to be a member of a larger grouping. 


SPIEGEL: The original Europe of six was made up of somewhat equally developed states. 
The people governing these countries also had similar convictions about the EC's future. 
With the accession of England, Ireland and Denmark 8 years ago these views drifted apart. 
Following the accession of the three new members practically nothing will be left of the 
lofty goals of an economically as well as politically united Europe. Can Europe survive 
without a concept of a political goal? 


Thorn: Since the founding years we have not had the courage to discuss the objectives 
realistically. Under the shock of the crisis of 1965 when De Gaulle nearly let the 
Community fall apart, and also under the shock of the whole British problem, they never 
mustered the courage again to sit down at a table and say: Say, Mr Britisher, say, 

Mr Federal Republic representative, say, Mr Frenchman, what kind of Europe would you 
lixe to have by the year 20007? 


SPIEGEL: You mean to say that the question of expansion in effect has never been dis- 
cussed politically? 


Thorn: It would have been necessary to discuss not only the expansion of the Community, 
but also tho Community itself, its deepening and its objectives. 


SPIEGEL: These, after all, are interrelated. 


Thorn: Both should have been subjects%f discussion. Our Community, even the original 
Community of the Six, would have needed a discussion on Europe's future after the first 
serious crisis of 1965. We should have made up our minds on what kind of Europe we 
wanted for the end of the second millennium. Instead more and more new and sophisticated 
reports and recommendations were written which by now would fill up a sizeable library. 
Today we must ask ourselves, without bashing each other's head in: Where do we propose 
to go from here? To this day we have not discussed this question in detail. 
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SPIEGEL: Will the new president of the Commission, Thorn, pose this crucial question on 
the heads of government? Obviously you did not ask them that way when you were prime 
minister and foreign minister. 


Thorn: I did ask. 
SPIEGEL: And what was the answer you received? 


Thorn: None, reports were ordered. But I do believe that the heads of state and govern- 
ment are prepared to discuss final results in view of the agricultural problem, the lack 
of funds and the expansion. 


SPIEGEL: Is the EC not heading straight for becoming a mere free trade zone? It is hard 
for us to imagine how common policy will be possible in the near future with 12 countries 
involved. 


Thorn: I would be supporting your stance were I to add that I know good and well-known 
Europeans who told me the other day that if the economic problems keep growing more 
aggravated asthey have in the past few months, then it would be a good thing if just the 
Common Market were to remain. All of us complain about the Japanese. But if we see how 
differently the individual European countries react to the Japanese challenge, we cannot 
but admit that this market, praised as being a common one is really in danger. 


SPIEGEL: How much time do you give yourself in your new job for solving at least the 
most urgent problems? 


Thorn: This Commission must manage to achieve this within the first 18 months, othervise 
it would be a flop. 


SPIEGEL: Mr Thorn, thank you for this interview. 
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SPOKESMAN ON EC "WORKING PLAN" POR MIDEAST 





LD291812 Hamburg DPA in German 1427 GMT 29 Dec 80 


[Text] Bonn, 29 Dec (DPA)--Bonn Government Spokesman Kurt Becker today again denied the 
existence of a European Community peace plan for the Middle East. Asked about the 
correctness of the recent report in the Belgium newspaper LE SOIR, Becker told journalists 
that the alleged plan is in fact a working paper with a “limitless number of options.” 
The Federal Government is not committed by the existence of this paper, which was drawn 
up by a group of EC experts, including Bonn diplomats. 


Becker said that the Commmity will not present any plans of its own before the new 
U.S. president, Ronald Reagan, and his administration have formulated their stance on 
the Middle East problen. 


Becker also said that in Bonn's view the important points of a Middle East peace settle- 
ment include the ending of the occupation of Arab territory, the right to self- 
determination for the Palestinians, securities and guarantees--including Israel's right 
to exist--and regulation of Jerusalem's status. 


FDP SPOKESMAN COMMENTS ON MIDEAST ‘DEADLOCK’ 
LD281701 Hamburg DPA in German 1439 GMT 28 Dec 80 


[Text] [no dateline given] FDP foreign palicy spokesman Juergen Moellemann told DPA in Bonn that 
it would be useful if the EC were to replace on how to turn the Venice ahd Luxembourg statements 

of principle into practice and how the total deadlock or even a warlike development in 

the Middle East could be avoided. There was indeed as little chance of getting by with- 
out an Israeli withdrawal from the occupied territories as there was of getting by without 
the creation of a Palestinian state, possibly in confederation with Jordan. 


Beyend that, guarantees of existence, especially for Israel, would have to be given in 
Moellemann's opinion. He expressed the expectation that the new American Government 
would soon be inviting all parties concerned for a comprehensive peace conference. In 
order to bring that about further.™ initiatives could be useful, above all in relation 
to the attitude of certain Arab states. 
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CHEV ENEMENT VIEWS PS-PCF ®ELATIONS, ELECTIONS 
LD291217 Paris LE MONDE in French 23 Dec 80 p 10 


[Excerpt] On the evening of Friday, 19 December, Jean-Pierre Chevenement, men’er of the 
PS National Secretariat, said at the microphone in the Europe 1 Press Club tat Francois 
Mitterrand “has the biggest chance he has ever had of being elected” president of the 
republic. “I have every confidence that he will uphold the Socialist plan,” the leader 
of the Center for Socialist Studies Research and Education (CERES) added. 


In reply to questions about the attitude of a Socialist president toward the PCF, 
Chevenement considered it would be “normal” for Communist ministers to be in the govern- 
ment “if the PCF accepts obligations of governmental solidarity.” The deputy for Belfort 
agreed that the PCF "is not at present following the path" of agreement. Such an agree- 
ment could not come about, according te Chevenement, between the two presidential ballots, 
if there were no such agreement before the first ballot. 


“Our aim is not to subjugate the PCF but to associate itwithus,” he specified; “all 
we want to do is to give the PCF its due place.” 


After denying the existence of a “pact” between the PS and the RPR, Chevenement asserted 
that the Socialists intend to “assemble the biggest possible spread of people without 
any exclusion.” 


Questioned as to whether he would like to see Michel Debre enter a Socialist government, 
the CERES leader replied: “It is not I who will have to form a government; it is Francois 
Mitterrand who will do so. If Michel Debre, in the mame of public salvation, deems it 
necessary to carry out reforms of very important structures in France, it is obvious ... 
that a goverment of a union of the left may extend to all those who, though former iy 
described as men of the right, nevertheless bave at heart the general interest and 
national independence and want profound changes in France and to shake up politics in 
France in order to give a future back to our people and enable the workers not only to 
breathe but also to hope.” 


Referring to the “Socialist plan,” he specified: "It is a rallying plan for many French 
people, not only for all people of the left but also for many sincere democrats, for 
many patriots.” ...."I am convinced that there will be a jolt next May and that the PCF 
will not be able to prevent it as it did in 1978." 


After describing governmental policy as “disastrous” and summarizing it in a concise 
formula: “Democratic anaethesia, creeping fasciem, the end of France," Chevenement 
reaffirmed hie conviction that Mitterrand, once elected, would be able to “create the 
conditions for a powerful new majority which will enable the necessary changes to be 
implemented in order to extricate the country from the crisis.” 
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BALSEMAO TO ANNOUNCE NEW GOVERNMENT 31 DEC 





LD292254 Lisbon in Portuguese to Europe 1900 GMT 29 Dec 80 


[Excerpts] It appears that the government of Pinto Balsemac has not yet been completely 
formed. Some portfolio allocations are said to be giving rise to controversy. such as 
industry and technology, and for reasons of solidarity, internal administration and 
foreign affairs. 


As a matter of fact, judging by what the evening newspaper A TARDE reported tonight 
quoting reliable Democratic Alliance sources. the composition of the seventh 
constitutional government could undergo major changes in a day or so. 


The controversy is said to be around the industry portfolio, wnich the Social Democratic 
Center Party appears to claim for a person of its political persuasion, (?Basilic) Horta, 
in which event Alvaro Barreto. the present holder of the portfolio, would have to go. 
According to the source quoted by the newspaper, the minister of internal administration. 
Eurico de Melo, is said to be reacting adversely to this bid to replace Alvaro Barreto, 
having proposed to Prime Minister-designate Pinto Balsemao that he would agree to serve 
in the new government provided that Alvaro Barreto is retained as industry minister. 


Pinto Balsemao and Eurico de Melo were meeting today to resolve the matter. If an 
agreement is not reached, Furico de Melo will not remain in the government nor will the 
new foreign minister, Andre Goncalves Pereira, agree to join the new government. 


In any event, the composition of the new government will not be officially announced by 


the prime minister-designate wntil Wednesday at a news conference. after three successive 
meetings of the Democratic Allaince leaders. 


AVANTH! HITS NATION INTERFERENCE IN POLISH AFFAIRS 
LD241519 Lisbon AVANTE! in Portuguese 18 Dec 80 p 11 





{[Unattributed article: "What Interference?” ] 


{Text] The foreign ministers of the 15 NATO countries have just decided in Brussels on 
a series of possible sanctions to be adopted in the event of a Soviet military inter- 
vention in Poland, so more, no less. A few days previously a Warsaw Pact meeting 
expressed its confidence that “the Polish people will manage to surmount the present 
problems, thus guaranteeing the country's development as a ‘firm link in the sha~ed 
family of communiem,’” as Kania said. At the same time the socialist community, 
particularly the Soviet Union and the GDR, is committing itself to helping Poland by 
means of unconditional loans to surmount the country’s difficult economic situation, 
still being aggravated by strikes. 
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What is the reason for this more than evident commitment from the NATO countries to a 
deterioration of the situation in Poland? In fact this commitment reflects real inter- 
ference by imperialism in this country. Certain factors reveal to us the scale of this 
undeniable interference: it was stated explicitly at the Atlentic Treaty Associatior 
meeting (of KATO countries) in Madeira that it is desirable to duly exploit Polish 
nationalism co challenge the socialist community's essential unity. The November Atlantic 
conference in the Algarve proclaimed “a greater rapprochement with Poland,” regarded as 

“a crucial point” for the socialist community. Is this “rapprochement” represented by 

the daily 60 hours of broadcasts by provocative radio statiotw to Poland in Polish? Or 
by the downright provocative campaign conducted by bourgeois information org2ns which 
pounds us day after day with the false image of a Poland in chaos? Why is so much being 
said about a Soviet military intervention when Przezinski himself, Carter's adviser, said 
at the beginning of December that this hypothetical intervention was “neither inevitable 
nor imminent”? Is it not an inadmissible form of interference to acknowledge--even merely 
to acknowledge--the Sossibility of sanctions against Poland if the Polish Armed Forces 

are obliged to intervene against antisocial elements? Did anyone acknowledge the possi- 
bility of the severance of economic relations between the Soviet Union and France, for 
example, when the French Government used its navy against the fishermen who were conducting 
a just strike in dofense of their interests? 


In fact, quite apart from the problems which the building of socialiew in Poland is 
encountering, what is happening at the moment is very serious interference by international 
capitalism in the internal life of the Polish people and an equal serious instance of 
taking advantage of the situation to foment anti-Sovietiem and “justify” the arms race. 


Interference 


The Polish press recently denounced the slanderous campaign fomented by capitalist news 
media, rightly stressing that “Western interpretations of the crisis are influenced more 
by their hopes and dreams about the future development of the situation than by Polish 
reality.” Capitalist hopes are also pinned on quite coacrete contributions in this area: 
subversive broadcasts; the acquisition of funds to support forces, albeit dwindling forces, 
hostile to socialism, specifically in the guise of assistance to the new trade union; and 
even conspiratorial meetings, like the one recently condemned by PRAVDA referring to a 
meeting between Brzezinski and Polish scientists, masquerading as part of a scientific 
exchange program, a meeting about which specific facts are known and during which Brzezinski 
said that the current sitwation in Poland should be used to destabilize the country. It 

is now clear, as has been indicated not only by the Polish United Workers Party [PZPR] and 
other parties in power in Poland, but also by the Polish church, that there definitely are 
people bent on destabilization. 
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To “Justify” the Arms Race 


There has never been a shortage of arguments to “justify” the arms race. There is the 
permanent “Soviet military threat” which is periodically brandished. Then along came 
the cases like Afghanistan--whics is vainly proposing a political solution and which has 
always made the presence of Soviet troops on its territory conditional on the cessation 
of imperialist support for provocative groups. Now it is Poland, or rather a possible 
military intervention is Poland which only NATO is talking about. The purpose of these 
fabricated arguments is not only to fwel the arms race but also to cast doubt on all 
initiatives capable of drawing peoples together or contributing to political and mili- 
tary detente. Thus there was an attempt to boycett tne Olympi: games; there was an 
attempt, and it is being talked about again, to jeopardize the Madrid conference and 
thero is an attempt to repudiate SALT II. The last NATO meeting decided not only on 
possible sanctions in the event of the hypothetical situation which NATO wants to come 
about in Poland but also on the intensification ofespionage against the socialist coun- 
tries in the Warsaw Pact, bringing into play AWACS aircraft on the European continent, 
operating in the vicinity of borders with the socialist countries. At the same time, 
the European countries are under even greater pressure to increase their military expend- 
iture and this contributes to a systematic exacerbation of the arms race. 


The magazine FOREIGN POLICY, published in Washington by the Brookings Institution, pro- 
claimed recently that the Soviet nuclear arsenal has been dwindling over the past 19 
years. Leonid Brezhnev's proposal, put forward during his Indian visit, on the demili- 
tarization of the Gulf, has so far been rejected by Washington on the pretext of the 
Afghan issue. The Soviet proposals, both in the sphere of talks on arms limitziion and 
in the sphere of freezing military facts, are still wnanswere:’. While in Madrid the 
delegations fron the capitalist world are maintaining their effort tc sabotage the work 
of this peace conference. 


The truth is true and transparent. Imperialism's plan is to bank on the arms race, on 
brinkmanship and, if possible, on fomen*ing disunity among progressive forces, particu- 
larly among the socialist community countries. 
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LIBYAN OFFICIAL ANNOUNCES INCREASED OIL SALES 





LD262240 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2100 GMT 26 Dec 80 


[Text] Ahmad ash-Shahati, secretary of the foreign communications office of Libya, the 
equivalent in Spain of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, said at a press conference today 
in Madrid that his country will sell Spain more oil. Ash-Shahati is in Spain ci a private 
visit as part of a tour he is making to several European capitals. He justified the 
increase in sales ot crude from his country to Spain on the grounds that Spain needs it 
and is a friend of Libya. The Libyan secretary of foreign communications said that a 
mixed commission comprised of representatives of the two countries will meet in January 
to decide upon the amount of the increase in oil sales. He also said that the dates for 
the visit to Spain by the head of state of his country, Mu'ammar 2]~Qadhdhafi. had not 
yet been fixed and that he had met today with Minister of Foreign Affairs Perez Llorca, 
the mayor of Madrid, Prof Tierno Galvan; the leader of the PCE, Santiago Carrillo; 

and the head of the Andalusian Socialist Party, Rojas Marcos. 


FORMATION OF NEW ANDALUSIAN PARTY ANNOUNCED 





LD270150 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 26 Dec 80 


{Summary ] A new political party has been officiallv presented to the Andalusian media: 
Andalusian Unity [Unidao Andaluza]. The inspiration and main moving force behind the 
party is a professor at Seville University, Manuel Clavero Arevalo, a former minister 
and at the moment a member of parliament belonging to the Mixed Group. Andalusian Unity 
describes itself as a party supporting Andalusia for Andalusia, which it considers an 
essential, integral part of Spain; autonomy, but not separatism; democratic, nonmarxist 
humanism; the defense of freedom in politics, education, culture, the economy and in 
social matters; and progressive, innovative policies cutting across class lines without 
any link or dependence on any other political party or financial group. 


BRIEFS 


OIL FROM ALGERIA--Spain will import 1.65 million tons of Algerian oil during 1981, 
which is more than double the figure for the year just ending. In addition to the 
contract between CEPSA [Spanish Petroleum Company] and the Algerian national company 
Sonatrach [National Company for the Transport and Marketing of Hydrocarbons] for 750,000 
tons per annum, there is now the contract signed on 23 December between Hispanoil 
[Spanish 0il Company] and the Algerian company for 900,000 tons per annum over the next 
4 years. The most noteworthy point of the contract between Hispanoil and Sonatrach is 
an agrvement for oil exploration which was signed by the two companies on 23 December. 
[Madric’ Domestic Service in Spanish 1800 GMT 25 Dec 80 LD) 


WHEAT TO USSR--The first shipment of wheat for the Soviet Union, which consists of 4,000 
tons, has been loaded at the port of Santa Maria, in Cadiz Province. The total amount 
of wheat which Spain will export to the Soviet Union is just over 356,000 tons. [Text] 
(Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1800 GMT 25 Dec 8M LD] 
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MILLIYET INTERVIEWS WITH RALLIS, MITSOTAKIS 





Rallis Interview 
NC300842 Istanbul MILLIYET in “urkish 27 Dec 80 p 1, 3 


[Greek Prime Minister Yeoryios Rallis interview with MILLIYET correspondent Nilufer 
Yalcin; date not given] 


{[Text] In an exclusive statement to MILLIYET correspondent Nilufer Yalcin, Greek Prime 
Minister Yeoryios Rallis said that he did not “preclude the possibility of a meeting 
between the Turkish and Greek prime ministers and that he would be pleased to meet the 
Turkish prime minis.er provided that certain concrete developments would result from the 
dialogue being conducted by the foreign ministers and Foreign Ministry secretaries- 
general.” 


Rallis added: "However, for such a meeting at the prime minister's level to yield con- 
crete results, careful preparations have to be made. For the people of both countries 
expect many things, great results, from a meeting of this kind. If their expectations do 
not materialize, their disillusionment could be just as serious. We must therefore watch 
the development of the negotiations and hold our meeting at the prime minister's level when 
they reach their most productive stage." 


Greek Prime Minister Rallis, who received us at his office in the parliament, described 

as “the work of a handful of fanatics" certain acts and statements regarding “greater 
Greece" which have been arousing suspicion in the mind of the Turkish nation. Rallis 

added: “These organizations, which still continue to talk about the grand idea (Megali 
idea) are composed of only a few groups which make themselves ludicrous. Their preachings 
heve nothing to do with the true belief and tendencies of our people. That is why they 
become ludicrous. A vast majority of the Greek people resolutely believe that these two 
neighborly nations in this part of the world have to coexist and cooperate with each other.” 


Rallis then commented on the possibility of countering the anti-Turkey propaganda campaign 
being waged in the Greek press and in the publications of some associations belonging to 
certain ethnic groups in Greece: "We have, for a long time, been suggesting to such 
groups and to the Greek press to stop such publications; Karamanlis did this when he was 
prime minister, and I am doing the same thing now. I am planning to begin consultations 
with the press representatives after the new year. However, you must not forget that, as 
in every democratic country, in Greece, too, the press is completely free. It is impossible 
to bring pressure to bear on it; we can only advance suggestions. As to the associations, 
we cannot, by any means, legally interfere. Whoever wishes to set up an association can 
do so by gathering a few people around him and by submitting a petitiin to the court. We 
cannot interfere with their indoor meetings either. If they hold an open meeting and 
violate the law, only then can the security forces intervene. There again, the security 
forces can only try to influence them through suggestions and advice. Naturally, these 
suggestions do not always produce a change in the intentions of these groups. If they 
are not inspired by good intentions, they choose to go on their own way. We cannot take 
away the rights they enjoy under the Greek Constitution. This is our position and, unfor- 
tunately, we find it difficult to explain this situation to the Turkish authorities as 
well as to the Turkish press." 


Responding to our remarks that the arming of the Greek islands and the establishment of 
confidence between the two countries are interlinked questions, Rallis said that "the 
discussion of these matters in great detail by the public at this stage could be detri- 
mental” and addedthat "such discussions undermine the efforts we are exerting and the 
atmosphere of goodwill we are trying to create. This does not make our efforts easier. 
That is why I don't deem it useful to dwell on these matters at this stage.” 
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Stating that “the Aegean continental shelf is the most difficult issue now being 

discussed between the two countries," Prime Minister Rallis continued: "I believe 

thac the Aegean continental shelf is the most important and the most critical issue. 

Other issues are of minor importance. We are currently discussing the cont:wental shelf 
issue. We are trying to find a formula which will not lead to new frictions in the future. 
I say it is difficult but I don’t mean that no solution can be found. I believe a solution 
can be found, but I still say it is a critical issue." 


Stating that “though it is complicated, the Aegean airspace dispute is not as critical as 
the continental shelf issue," Rallis went on to say that “he believed that the negotiations 
which are being carried out at foreign minister's and at secretaries-general' levels are 
progressing in a safe way." 


Prime Minister Rallis continued: "It is not so easy to eradicate the atmosphere of 
distrust which has been accumlating over the years. But I believe that through good will 
on both sides, we will eventually be able to resolve our problems. Such an accomplish- 
ment will depend largely on the great and important role of the press in both countries. 
Newspapers should refrain from carrying inaccurate and unverified information. They 
should also refrain from adding fuel to the flames. 


"I firmly believe that Mustafa Kemal and Veninezelos had concluded the Turkish-Greek 
Friendship Pact not so much because they had sentimental ties between them but because 
they were certain that their two neighorly countries could forge ahead for a surer 

and brighter future. This pact was realized in 1922, a short time after the great war. 
I also believe that the interests of both sides are as valid today as they were 50 years 
ago. 


"If we wish to have a still better future we cannot afford to remain indifferent to the 
deterioration of our relations. We must explore ways and means of resolving our issues. 
I wish to express my firm optimismthat at the end of our current dialogue our problems 
will be resolved." 


At the end of our interview, Greek Prime Minister Rallis confirmed once again that 
Greece does not contemplate in any way impeding Turkey's activities in the EEC, including 
its efforts to obtain full membership. 


Mitsotakis Interview 
NC301144 Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 29 Dec 80 p 6 


[Greek Foreign Minister Mitsotakis interview with MILLIYET correspondent Nilufer 
Yalcin; date, place not given] 


[Excerpts] In his exclusive statement to MILLIYET, Greek Foreign Minister K. Mitsotakis 
said: "It will be in the interests of both Turkey and Greece to push aside matters that 
have created friction between them in the past and pursue a policy serving the future 
interests of both countries." He added: "The efforts exerted by the governments of beth 
countries in this respect will be successful; they have to be successful. I believe that 
both the situation and the time are ripe for achieving success.” 


Asked: "What is your view with regard to rumors that the present administration in 
Turkey will pursue a milder policy and will be prepared to make certain concessions 

for resolving outstanding matters?" The Greek foreign minister gave the following reply: 
"We say categorically that we don't think about the present Turkish administration in 
such terms. At present, however, there are more favorable conditions to help settle 
matters. At present, terrorism [in Turkey] has been, to a great extent, brought under 
control and the administration has found the opportunity to consider certain solutions 

to critical matters. Naturally this creates a greater opportunity for Turkey in terms 

of its foreign policy. This is what is hoped for.” 
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Noting that a number of matters related to the Aegean airspace issue were settled by 
Greece's reintegration into NATO, Mitsotak.s stressed that the remaining issues “were 
being seriously taken up by the Athens Government, which wanted to resolve them as 
quickly as possible." He added: “It is difficult to say now whether or not we shall be 
able to settle all the matters. However, even if we resolve matters related to the 
Aegean airspace issue by stages, it will be useful. At present I do not want to go into 
detail on the matter. You must give me time; I may turn up with a statement on the 
matter in January." 


Answering our questions, Mitsotakis expressed his belief that “property owned by the 
Turkish religious trust in western Threce would not become a cause of friction between 
the two countries" and added: "The two sides agree to act within the framework of the 
Lausanne Treaty and on the basis of reciprocity. " He also stressed that Greece would 
not like to see this matter create new problems. 


Noting that both "Greece and Turkey, which are not direct parties to the Cyprus 
question, could contribute toward reconciliation between the two [Cypriot] sides," the 
Greek foreign minister continued: "I fully agree with Prime Minister Rallis' statement 
that a just and honorable settlement of the Cyprus dispute would immediately have a very 
positive effect on Greco-Turkish relations. The fact is that the Cyprus dispute, which 
Greece regards as very important, has been the most serious and the most painful of all 
the problems existing between Turkey and Greece for many years. It is because of this 
that a just and honorable settlement of the Cyprus dispute will lead to the creation 

of a new and happy epoch between the two countries. I do believe that such an agreement 
can be reached and I think that the Turkish Government shares this optimism." 


When asked: "Does the arming of the Aegean Islands which, according to the Lausanne 
Treaty and the 1947 Paris Agreement, should remain disarmed, tally with the political 
and military alliance of Turkey and Greece within NATO, and, in the light of Prime 
Minister Rallis’ statement that he doesn't believe in the necessity of a nonaggression 
pact with Turkey any more, do you still regard an attack by Turkey on the Aegean Islands 
as possible and probable?" Mitsotakis replied as follows: 


"I do not want to discuss the legality of defensive measures taken on the Greek islands. 
As you know, we have different views on the matter. However, I categorically believe 
that Greece's moves have a legal basis. Apart from this no country can be deprived of 
the right to defend its own land." 


When we asked: "Don't you think that the continental shelf issue in the Aegean is 

both a political and psychological issue?" Mitsotakis said: “It's both technical and 
psychological. The psychological aspect, however, carries more weight, and this is why 
w’ prefer to resolve it through an international arbitrator on the basis of international 
la." 


When asked: "If Turkey resumes seismic operations in the Aegean, would this cause a 
problem for you?" The Greek foreign minister said: "The situation is clear. There are 
disputed and nondisputed waters in the Aegean. An attempt of this kind in disputed 
waters at such a time may dispel the existing favorable atmosphere. As a matter of 
fact, both countries have been adhering to a certain agreement on the matter for a few 
years now, and this state of affairs continues." 


Mitsotakis’ response to questions related to anti-Turkey associations and publications 

in Greece was as follows: "The Greek Government's policy envisages the maintenance of 
good neighbourly relations with Turkey. Therefore, my government will not condone any 
anti-Turkey move within Greece that is contrary to international law and morality. At 

the high-level meetings held between the two sides recently, the Turkish side has welcomed 
the sensitivity displayed by Greece on the matter." 

















